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In the commencement of the present volume, something may 
be expected as to the plan on which the work is in future to be 
conducted; whether its pages will be still kept open for the 
communications of our opponents or not. And in reply to the 
above suggestion, we can only say, that the character of this 
work will be continued, as heretofore, liberal and candid. But 
it is almost needless to say that we will admit the communica- 
tions of religious opponents into our columns, or pages, because 
three years experience has fully proven that no one will com- 
municate any thing to us in opposition to our general senti- 
ment. Whatever the reason may be, there seems to be a stu- 
died reserve on their part; and although repeatedly, and re- 
spectfully invited to investigate this subject with us, yet no ar- 
guments, from any respectable source in point of learning or 
talents, have been furnished, either to convince us of our 
error,* or to prove the truth of what we disbelieve. Dr. Wy- 
lie, itis true, more thana year ago, made an attack upon our 
general sentiment, and, in the outset, promised great things; 
but being closely followed by a writer in the Christian Mes- 
senger (of whom he took no notice) who pointed out many of his 
contradictions and absurdities, the Doctor voluntarily retired 
from the field, when we supposed him to be in the midst of his 
argument, but without accomplishing any thing which he had 
undertaken. But lest it should be thought that we are unwil- 
ling to meet our opponents on fair ground, we here propose 
that if either of the twelve Presbyterian clergymen, whose 
names were mentioned on the title page of the first volume of 
the Presbyterian Magazine, will send us well written essays, 


* i.e. In regard to pur general sentiment. 
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9 Introduction. 


attempting to prove the doctrine of Endless Misery, we will in- 
sert them in our Magazine, with a candid reply to each num” 
ber. Or if we can have the Same privilege to prove the doc- 
trine of Universal Salvation in the Presbyterian Magazine, we 
twill cheerfully embrace the opportunity. 

We have just received a work entitled «© The Apocryphal 
New i otenkil, being all the Gospels, Epistles, and other 
Pieces now extant, attributed in the first four centuries to 
Jusus Curist, his apostles, and their companions, and not 
included in the New ‘Testament, by its compilers. ‘Translated 
from the original tongues and now first collected into one vo- 
lume. London: printed for Wiiliam Hone, Ludgate Hill, 
1820." We pr opose to give our readers some further account 
of this rare, and in many respects, interesting book ; with 
some copious extracts; by which we shall be able to show that 
most of the absurd doctrines and notions of the christian 
church, may be attributed to these apocryphal writings ; and, 
(if the book could be considered as authentic, and containing 
nothing but the truth,) it must be confessed that many of the 
wild notions of present and past ages receive great support. 
such as the doctrine of original sin, the miraculous conception, 
the two natures in Christ—and that Christ descended into hell, 
&c. But there is one thing that orthodoxy will not be very 
wel pleased with. On his descent, having conquered the 
prince of hell, Christ took Adam and his sons (who were 
held in those dark regions till that period,) out of hell, and 
ascended triumphantly with them to heaven! * The King of 
vlory said to Beelzebub, the prince of hell, Satan the prince 
shall be subject to thy dominion for ever, in the room of Adam 
and his righteous sons, who are mine.—And taking hold of 
Adam by “his right hand, he ascended from hell, and all the 
Saints of God followed him? The Gospel of Nicodemus, for- 
merly called the Acts of Pontius Pilate, xviil. 14, xix. 12. So 
it would seem, that, according to this gospel, there was an 
important reason why Christ should descend to hell; but ac- 
cording to the erthodoxy of the Episcopal church, while they 
stil] admit, that Christ descended to hell, yet they tell us of 
no possible good he did by going there. * But more of this 
work hereafter. 

Aided by several friends who have promised to favour us 
with their communications, and receiving in exchange a num- 
ber of similar periodical works, which we shall take the liberty 
to select from as occasion may require, we anticipate that the 
present volume will be as interesting and instructive as any 
one we have yet published; at least, we shall spare no pains 
tomake it so if possible. More time, however, could be spared 
for this work, were it not for tlie constant application neces- 
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sary in preparing the copy, and examining the proot-sheets 
of the Greek and English ‘Testament, which is progressing 
with all possible speed. 

If any of our subscribers, out of the city, especially out of 
the state, should receive this number, who have not paid up 
for the former volume, it is because we have full confidence m 
their integrity ; and it is also with a belief that the money for 
the present as well as the former volume will soon be trans- 
mitted by mail. Where we have thought proper to send the 


number, therefore, we shall spare ourselves the trouble of 


writing and them the expence of paying the postage of a Ictter 
on this subject. 








The Opinionsof E. H., a respectable Preacher among the Friends. 
in regard to the doctrines of Fareordination and Universal sal- 
vation. 


[The piece from which the following is an extract was handed us 
by one who was educated among the Friends, but who has been able 
to travel out of many of those visionary notions by which most ofthat 
respectable class of Christians seem to be bound, and by which they 
are prevented from exercising their reasoning powers. ‘Vhat we 
have here laid before the public, being about one quarter of the whole 
communication, will enable our readers to form some idea of the 
whole subject. The author is wel! known, as being a celebrated 
preacher among the people called Quakers; but who call themselves 


Friends. | 


“On considering what thou hast attributed to the infinite 
Jehovah as comprehending his primary excellence, 1 should 
have been greatly surprised had I not known, that man 
through the medium of his natural senses, aided dy his earth- 
ly or creaturely wisdom, however acquired by the deepest re- 
searches in natural things if unassisted by immediate divine 
revelation, cannot know God, nor have any just or correct 
idea of his excellent and glorious attributes, and therefore alt 
his ideas of the divine character must be vague and uncertain 
and founded upon suppositions without any certain evidence ; 
and how can it be otherwise, seeing, that God is a spirit invi- 
sible, and incomprehensible to every thing but spirit, agreea- 
bly to the doctrine, and just reasoning of the Apostle Paul. 
“« That as the things of a man knoweth no man save the spirit of 
a man which is in him, even so the things of God knoweth no 
man but the spirit of God.” And again, ‘ The natural man 
receiveth not the things of the spirit of God, neither can he 
know them, because they are spiritually discerned.” It there- 
fore necessarily follows, that man with all the wisdom that he 
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4 Opinions of E. H., &c. 


can derive to himself, aided by human science, however ela- 
borately studied, and with the further assistance of all the 
books and writings in the world, if void of the immediate di- 
vine revelation, never has known nor ever can know God, 
in relation cither to his essence or to those excellent attributes 
which are in correspondency and union with his pure, holy and 
unchangeable nature: for what is to be known of God is ma- 
nifested only within man, and that not by his reasoning pow- 
ers, but by the immediate impressions, and unpremeditated 
sensation, which the immortal spirit of man feels by being 
brought into contact with, and under the certain self-evident 
influence of the Spirit ef God upon it. And hence it is that 
man is enabled to attribute to God his due, only from sensible 
and self-evident experience; just the same as in a natural and 
outward relation; we see the outward sun, we feel its warmth 
and walk in its light: and thereby are enabled to ascribe to it 
with certainty, and not from blind and ignorant supposition, 
its real excellencies, so also it is in relation to the invisible 
God, that although as it regards our outward senses or the 
powers of our reasoning faculties he is to us an impenetrable 
secret, yet he is clearly and sensibly manifested to the immor- 
tal soul of man, by the light of his spirit, or the radiance of 
the heavenly sun, which is God: by which manifestation, the 
Apostle was enabled to declare * that God is light and in him 
is no darkness at all,’’ and that * if we walk in the light as 
he is in the light, we shall have fellowship one with the other,” 
and the blood (which means no doubt the spiritual blood) of Jesus 
Christ, will cleanse from all unrighteousness.”” Hence man 
in this enlightened state is enabled to ascribe to God, his just 
and righteous due. For as by an entire submission and faith- 
ful obedience, to the inspiration and requiring of the Spirit of 
God, man witnesses by self-evident experience, a redemption 
from sin and such an entire mortification of self, as to be 
brought not only to love his neighbour as himself, but to love 
even the most cruel of his enemies, so as to prey to God for 
him; hence he comes to a self-evident knowledge of at least 
two of the divine attributes, viz. his infinite power and his in- 
finite mercy. For knowing in himself the entire impossibility 
under which he lies of performing this, by any power of his 
own, he ascribes it all to God, as the sole author thereof. And 
as by this inward revelation all the secrets of his heart are 
laid open without the possibility of hiding any thing from him, 
so there arises a self-evident sense of his infinite prescience. 
And so also it is as it relates to all his other attributes neces- 
sary for man to have any knowledge of, in this state of be- 
ing. But man cannot rightly and rationally attribute any 
thing to God, but what he has knowledge or experience of, 
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as every thing else must be founded on supposition, as some- 
thing that may be or may not be, and therefore can never be 
a subject of belief or any part of a Christian’s creed. And here 
let me observe, that the term infinite implies no more even in 
relation to the divine being, than, there is a great first cause 
not limited or bounded by any other being or cause. but to 
what extent this unbounded liberty is exercised at any one 
time, either as it regards his general or special providence, or 
as it regards the attributes of an infinite God, no finite bemg 
can have any just idea, or conception of; for, no doubt the m- 
finite Jehovah has ways of seeing, knowing and acting, which 
no finite being can comprehend, or have any knowledge of. 
And therefore how monstrous for any man to assert, that if 
there be a God, he must from all eternity not only have seea 
and known, but also have willed and ordained every event, 
both small and great, good and bad, yea every foul action and 
thought, originating in the chambers of wantonness and de- 
bauchery, and if he is not such a being, then thou sayest there 
is no God, or at least thy arguments and reasonings fairly 
imply such a conclusion and conveyance. From which there 
results as it relates to the all-wise and infinite Jehovah, the 
most palpable and daring presumption and absurdity, for what 
can be more so than to charge the Almighty with being the 
author of all the murder, lying, blasphemy, swearing, and 
stealing, together with the whole catalogue of sin and iniquity 
in the world. Would it not have been more prudent to have 
deferred advancing such erroneous doctrines until thou hadst 
become better informed and had a better understanding of the 
scriptures? For although thou quoted many passages to give a 
cover to thy assertions and reasonings, yet they afford no 
proof. Hadst thou in thy researches after knowledge been 
concerned to discover the first step of wisdom, the right know- 
ledge of thyself, such an humbled view of thy own insufliciency 
and ignorance of the divine being and all his glorious attri- 
butes, would [ trust have preserved thee from falling into thy 
present errors; errors great indeed and fatal in their conse- 
quences. For if men were capable of believing with certainty 
thy opinions, either as it regards the doctrine of unconditional 
predestination and election, or the doctrine of universal salva- 
tion (both of which certainly and necessarily resolve in one) 
who then could any longer call any thing he has his own? for 
all would fall a prey to the villains and sturdy rogues of this 
belief, and indeed the certainty of their opinions would most 
assuredly make thousands more of that description, than alrea- 
dy are; as every temptation to evil and to gratify the carnal de« 
sires would be yielded to. As that which was ordained to be, 
of course, would be considered as something agrecable to God’s 
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6 Remarks on the Opinions of E. H., &c. 


good pleasure, and therefore, not only our goods and chattels 
would become a prey to every ruffian of this belief, but even 
our wives and daughters would fall victims to the superior 
force of the abandoned debauchees, believing that nothing 
could be done but what God had ordained to be. But we are 
thankful in the sentiment, that no rational intelligent being 
can possibly embrace those inconsistent doctrines. as they are 
founded on nothing but suppositions, and suppositions never 
can produce real belief, or a faith that any rational creature 
can rely upon. I am fully convinced that the doctrines thou 
art endeavouring to disseminate and which have been profess- 
ed by thousands in days past, and are held by many im the 
present day, have their origin in a profound ignorance of God 
and his righteous attributes; and from which source infidelity 
and unbelief have been produced.” 


REMARKS. 


What does our Friend mean by “ immediate divine revela- 
tion!” Is it something of which the outward senses of men can- 
not judge? If so, he ought to be able to perform some miracle, 
of the truth of which we may be convinced by our own out- 
ward senses, and thereby be convinced of the truth of that 
which cannot be perceived by the natural or outward senses 
of man. When a man pretends to * immediate divine reve- 
lation,” without being able to give any evidence of the fact, 
more than his mere ipse dixit, he ought to be considered in no 
other light than a wild enthusiast, and he will be so considered 
by all rational and discerning men. For, if such were the 
fact, what evidence is there, or what evidence can there be of 
it? Yea, how is a man to know himself to be divinely inspired? 
or can how he distinguish what he may suppose to be * imme- 
diate divine revelation,” from imagination? It is high time 
for Friends to open their eyes to this subject. When any peo- 
ple can become so infatuated as to believe that a man has re- 
ceived communications from God, “ by immediate divine re- 
velation,”? they are liable to the grossest of impositions. 
Whatever comes from their lips must be considered true, be- 
eause spoken “ by immediate divine revelation;’? whereas 
another man not so inspired, let him speak ever so wisely, 
and they will say, “ What babbler is this?’’ 

What our Friend has said in regard to the doctrine of uni- 
versal salvation, proves him to be (notwithstanding his pre- 
tensions to * immediate divine revelation’’) totally ignorant, 
both as to the nature of the doctrine, and its effects on the hu- 
man mind. He is ignorant as to the nature of the doctrine. It 
is not pretended by any that the foreordination or decrees of 
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tod, any more than his foreknowledge, have any influence on 
the conduct of men; but that they are left to act as freely as 
they could possibly have acted, even had there been no such 
thing asforeordination. How then does this take away the moral 
agency or accountability of man? Again our Friend is igno- 
rant of the nature of the doctrine; for it is not pretended that 
any sinner will be saved from the consequences of his sins, 
when once committed. ‘ Whosoever doeth wrong, shall re- 
ceive for the wrong he hath done; and there is no respect to 
persons.”? ‘This doctrine we adhere to most rigidly, without 
the least variation. How then can a belief in it induce or en- 
courage people to go on in sin? It is impossible that it should 
have these effects. 

But our Friend is also ignorant of the consequences of this 
doctrine. It does not produce the effects he has imagined; 
neither would he be willing to have it thought that the only 
reason why he is not one of the vile characters which he has 
named, is only because he is not a Universalist! 

The fact is that those crimes have been carried to their very 
greatest extent, of which they have ever been carried in a 
Christian land, under the doctrime of future and eternal tor- 
ments for those very crimes, where this doctrine was not only 
preached but professedly believed. And even when we come 
down to our own times, the picture is a mere bug-bear, not 
founded in truth. We do not speak of it by way of boasting, 
but we speak of it as a fact, without fear of contradiction, that 
our churches and religious societies, generally speaking, con- 
tain as good moral characters as any of which the religious 
world can boast: and although we do not pretend to be wholly 
exempt from crimes, as a people, yet we do say, and challenge 
any one to prove the contrary, that crimes are not, neither 


have they ever been multiplied, in any age, or in any part of 


the world, either by the preaching or by the Iaith of Univer- 
sal Salvation. Let the above statement be proved to be incor- 
rect, let a contrary statement be proved true, and then our 
Friend would be more excusable in talking about the ** ruilians,”’ 
er ‘* the abandoned debauchees” of this belief!” 

But what does our Friend mean when he congratulates him- 
self and others, in the thought “ that no rational, intelligent 
being can possibly embrace these inconsistent doctrines.” 
Does he mean to insinuate that we are wanting in rationality 
or intelligence; or does he mean to charge us with the crime 
of hypocrisy, and say that we profess to believe what we do 
not believe? Such an insinuation ought not to have been made, 
nor such a charge have been brought without some evidence, 
being advanced, showing the same to be just. Our Friend is 
altogether mistaken in supposing that this sentiment rests on 
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8 Punishment for Sin. 


but it is what God hath spoken by the mouth of all his holy 
prophets since the world began.” See Acts ili. 21. If our 
Friend E. H. or any of his friends for him, should be disposed 
to defend what he has advanced in the extract above, we will 
eheerfully give it a place in this Magazine. 








FROM THE (BOSTON) UNIVERSALIST MAGAZINE, 
PUNISHMENT FOR SIN. 


There is no doctrine mere explicitly taught in the sacred 
writings, than that every transgressor will be justly and ade- 
quately punished for his sins. Every crime, from the greatest 
to the least, will bring upon the head of its perpetrator a pro- 
portional recompence. No sinner can go unpunished. God 
wil! give unio every man as his work shall be. 

Notwithstanding all are willing to receive these sentiments 
as truth, it is to be doubted that all understand the conclusions 
logically deduced from them. Even those that believe in the 
doctrine of eternal punishments, are tenacious of the ideas 
which we have expressed; although they destroy the very 
foundation upon which this doctrine is predicated. 

No one who has been made to understand the doctrines of 
men, will doubt that it is contended that the penalty of the law 
against sin is endless death. It is for the support of this idea, 
that believers in eternal punishment are notorious. All their 
labours to prove that sin is an infinite evil, are designed to 
show, that the law which takes cognizance of it must, in jus- 
tice, have an infinite penalty; and all their arguments to prove 
that Jesus Christ is an infinite person, are designed to esta- 
blish the idea that he made an infinite atonement for the sins 
of men; thus saving them from the infinite penalty of God’s 
holy law. Now as all men have sinned, all have incurred the 
penalty of the law. We have now stated no doctrine but what our 
opponents endeavour to defend. Now I wish to bring forward 
the sentiment advanced in the commencement, viz. that every 
sinner will be justly and adequately punished for all his 
transgressions. If the penalty of the divine law be endless 
death, and every man Is a sinner, how can every transgressor 
be punished for his sins? Will endless death be inflicted upon 
every individual? Will all be eternally miserable? Will Jesus 
save none? Surely our opposers will not allow this.—How then 
can all be punished for their sins according to this statement? 
Our opposers probably will say, that Jesus suffered in our 
mere ** supposition ;” nor is it what we guess at, by guessing 
that we have received it * by immediate divine revelation ;”* 
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room and stead. But this is not what we are contending for. 
If Jesus suffered for us, it was he that suffered and not the sin- 
ner. We are contending that the sinner suffers himself. And 
this is the language of the scriptures, * I the Lord search the 
heart, I try the reins, even to give every man according to his 
ways.” Menare not punished for their sins by proxy ; for this 
would, in fact, be no punishment.—The sinner receives no pu- 
nishment for his sins, but what he himself endures. This is 
self-evident. 

We now see that the penalty of God’s law cannot be endless 
death. Let it be remembered, that it must, let it be what it 
may, be endured by every creature, because all have sinned.— 
And, therefore, it cannot be endless torture, for this would pre- 
clude the salvation of any. Upon what, then, shall we base 
the doctrine of endless punishment? If the penalty of God’s 
law is not eternal death, it must fall. 

What then is the penalty? The question is easily answered. 
That punishment which we receive, is the penalty, and what 
God’s law inflicts. Let us reason from known facts. All the 
inconvenience which we suffer in consequence of sin, is inflicted 
by God. This is punishment. And as God’s law brings us to 
punishment, this is the penalty of his law. ‘The upbraidings 
of a guilty conscience, the horrors of a gloomy dungeon, &c. 
&c. are the penalty of that law which takes cognizance of. sin. 
This law is constituted in the nature of things; and, in fact, 
inflicts its punishment more as a necessary, than a penal con- 
sequence. Sin and misery are inseparably connected. The 
jaw, then, is alaw of nature, which punishes the sinner as long 
as he is a sinner and no longer. ‘This is all that justice re- 
quires, and this is all that is needful. Where will be the. pro- 
priety of punishing men after they are freed from sin? It will 
make them no better, and therefore, do no good. Punishment 
will exist no longer than it is a benefit. When it is out of the 
power of man to commit sin, there will be no law to bring him 
to punishment. When his corruptible and natural powers 
which lead him into sin, are dissolved, and he becomes a spi- 
ritual, immortal, incorruptible, holy being, this law of nature 
cannot afflict him; he is raised above it; he is clothed with 
those qualities which are an impenetrable shield to all the 
powers of the passions of the flesh. Nothing will ever free 
man from the consequences of sin, but a constitutional change ; 


for while he is allied to those powers which lead him to sin, he- 


must be subject to the inconveniences of it: but when he is con- 

stitutionally changed; when all his sinful powers are destroy- 

ed and he becomes free from corruption, he is freed from sin 

and its consequences. W. 
Vou. II. B 
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PRESBYTERIAN GROANINGS. 


In the “ Actof the Associate Synod of North America, for 
Thanksgiving and Fasting,” the Presbyterians, no doubt, in 
the sincerity of their souls, have shown us that there is much 
cause * for mourning and lamentation.” And among other 
things they lament * the too prevalent neglect of family cate- 
chising ;’? (by which children learn the creeds of their parents 
by rote, the same as parrots learn to talk.) ‘* It is much to 
be lamented,” say they, ‘“ that the pious practice of family ca- 
techising, so justly appreciated, so highly recommended, by 
our reforming ancestors, and for assistance in which, such 
EXCELLENT catechisms were at great pains provided, is fallen 
so much into disuse among many professors of religion.” We 
presume that one reason why catechising children has been so 
much neglected of late, is, because that parents do not them- 
selves believe all that is taught them in their catechisms; and 
they cannot reconcile it to their consciences to teach their chil- 
dren, for solemn truths, what they themselves do not believe. 

Among the “ prominent evils of the times in which we live, 
which call for meurning and lamentation, they (the Presby- 
terians) cannot but deplore the Rapip progress of erroneous 
doctrine.’ 'That monstrous errors have existed, and still ex- 
ist in the church, we have no doubt, but so far from their 
making very RAPID progress, we think their influence has been 
weakened of late; but, nevertheless, what they (the Presbyte- 
rians) conceive to be erroneous doctrine is making rapid pro- 
gress, we fully admit, and hope to see it progress more and 
more, until one important idea, which they conceive to be 
truth, that is the cruel and unmerciful doctrine of endless mi- 
sery, shall be wholly eradicated from the human mind. We 
are also agreed in the following sentiment; but instead of ap- 
plying it to the persons to whom it was designed to be applied, 
we say that no doctrine is more subversive of genuine Christi- 
anity, than the doctrine of endless suffering for thesins commit- 
ted in the short period of human life. This, however, is not 
the application of Presbyterians, as will be seen from the fol- 
lowing extract : 
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“ It is only a cursory notice that we can take of the prominent 
evils of the times in which we live, which call for mourning and la- 
mentation. Among other things, we cannot but deplore the rapid 
progress oy erroneous doctrine. Not a Few professed Christians 
avow, and display unwearied zeal in propagating, principles 
wholly subversive of genuine Christianity. 

The Unitarian or Socinian system, which rejects the fundamen- 
tal doc'rines of the divine personality of the Son of God, and of the 
Moly Spirit, or of the trinity in unity; of the atonement for sin by 
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the sacrifice of Christ, and of the Spirit in sanctifying sinners, can 
number many adherents in the United States, as well as in other 
parts of the world. And doctrines amounting to a denial of the 
divine sovereignty, and of the necessity, efficacy, and glory of the 
free grace of God in the method of man’s salvation, appear to make 
alarming progress, to the infinite pisHonour of the most high God, 
and the perdition of precious souls.” 


That Unitarianism is rapidly increasing, ‘ both in the Uni- 
ted States, as well as in other parts of the world,’”’ we admit. 
But why amalgamate this with the * Socinian system?” It 
is well known that Unitarians of the present day, by no means 
hold, in all respects, with the doctrines of Socinus: to link 
them, therefore, with him, without their consent, we consider 
unfair. 

But what do Presbyterians mean by “ the infinite dishonour 
of the most high God!’ Do they mean that the most high 
God is infinitely dishonoured? This they cannot mean. Per- 
haps they will say, that all that they mean, is, ‘* These things 
have atendency, and, were they not overruled so as to pro- 
duce a contrary effect, would be “ to the infinite dishonour of 
the most high God!” But that God will overrule them all for 
his own glory! Then what do they mean by * the perdition 
of precious souls!” Do they there mean all that their words 
import, or not? If they do, by what rule shall we limit their 
words in the other case. That they mean something which 
they think is about right, we have no doubt, at the same 
time we think that people ought to be more guarded in their 
expressions on religious subjects. 

Let us ever remember that no finite cause can produce an in- 
finite effect. ‘That man, being finite, all his actions, whether 
good or bad, must be finite in their consequences. 








FROM THE GOSPEL HERALD, 


** YE KNOW NOT WHAT MANNER OF SPIRIT YE ARE OF.” 


The following, which may be relied upon as truth, recently 
eccurred in a distant town. Mr. had been a believer in 
the Universal love of God to man thirty years, and at the ad- 
vanced age of seventy years, was called to his final home. 
During his sickness, and a short time before his death, his 
disease affected his mental powers, and produced partial de- 
rangement. At this time his mind was unstable, mental dis- 
traction was construed to hopeful conversion; and the welkin 
rung with shouts of triumph from unbelievers’ tongues! Their 
mirth was short. God in mercy re-lighted the taper of reason 
with the fire of Heaven, and the flame burnt clear until the 
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believer burst the fetters of his clay tenement, and rose to the 
mansions prepared for him by his Father God. His aged con- 
sort was, with him, strong in the faith ‘ once delivered to the 
saints.” reparations were made for the funeral; and a son 
of the deceased, living at a distance of sixty miles, arrived to 
pay, with his mother and brethren, the last tribute of respect 
to an earthly parent. 

This son, a Presbyterian, interrogated his mother relative 
to the arrangements made for the funeral of his father. And 
hearing from her, that Mr. S » a preacher of Universal 
Salvation, was invited to attend the funeral, declared, that Mr. 
S should not pray in that house. He was informed by 
his aged mother, that it was the dying request of his father, and 
that she also requested him to attend the funeral. ‘The dutiful 
son, unmoved, obstinately persisted in his refusal, and burned 
with hely wrath to that degree, that on being requested by his 
mother to conduct with propriety, or retire, and not outrage 
every principle of decency, he left the house, and returned from 
whence he came; leaving the ashes of his parent untombed, 
and, by him unhonoured!!! 

We are sorry to say, the story does not end here. The son 
promulgated a report that his father abjured his faith on his 
death bed, and died a believer in the endless misery of millions! 
A printer was-persuaded to publish this falsehood to the world. 
But the real relatives and friends of the deceased, represented 
the truth in a manner which produced a counter declaration, 
and acknowledgment of the imposition which had been practised 
upon the public mind. | 

We forbear giving the names, or residence of the parties.— 
We mention these things, not to blazon the faults of our bre- 
thren of Adam’s race, but to show the pernicious tendency of 
human traditions. and as a caution to others, not to give heed 
to cunningly devised fables, and lying vanities. 

«* Brethren, these things ought not to be so.” 
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FOR THE MAGAZINE. 
RETROSPECTIVE ANALYSIS.* 


AnticLe I. 4 Free Enquiry into the Authenticity of the 
Jirst-and second chapters of the Gospel according to St. Matthew: 
&c. Sy John Williams, L. L. D. 1st Edition, published 1771. 
2d Edition, corrected, improved, and enlarged, 1789. 

In the preface to the first edition of this work, which was 
not published with the name of the author, he thus bespeaks a 





* See Magazine, vol. 1, page 372. 
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candid attention to his performance ; “the reader,” he observes, 
‘‘ may be assured that this work is the result of serious thought 
and application. The author desires, therefore, that no one 
will condemn him for rashness or presumption, without impar- 
tially examining what is here advanced. He sincerely declares 
that he has no end in view but to serve the cause of genuine 
Christianity, which he firmly believes to be the cause of truth, 
and of God!”? To prepare the way for the discussion before 
him, he, in the first section, offers some general observations 
on the canon of the new Testament, with the design of showing 
that, though, on the whole, the new Testament is uncorrupted, 
yet, there are many instances of interpolation in the new, as 
well asin the old Testament. ‘* Some farther observations on 
the canon of the new Testament, and on the characters of 
the ancient fathers, from whom we have received it,”’ particu- 
larly with the view to ascertain the degree of credit due to 
them, and the judgment to be formed of those sects who have 
been termed Heretics, furnish the second and third sections. 
In the fourth, the author enters upon the immediate subject of 
enquiry; and endeavours to shew, that the genealogy, and 
even the first and second chapters of the Gospel of Matthew, 
were wanting in some copies of great antiquity, which were 
considered of very great authority. An Irish copy which Mr. 
Toland had seen, and many MSS. in the British Museum, we 
are assured, on the testimony of Mr. Astle, begin the Gospel 
at the 18th verse of chap. 1: which our author argues as af- 
fording full proof, that the genealogy was questioned at least. 
in the first ages: Epiphanius, who lived about the year 368, 
expressly says, that the Ebionites used a Gospel which began 
at what is now called the 3d chapter. And, in very early 
days, there was extant, a Hebrew, or Syro-Chaldaic Gospel, 
by St. Matthew, which appears not to have had the genealogy, 
neither what are now termed the ist and 2d Chapters—and, 
this very Hebrew Gospel, Dr. Williams assures us, all the an- 
cients, with one consent, declare to be the original Gospel of 
St. Matthew. This point is more fully stated in the next sec- 
tion. Dr. W. endeavours to maintain it, against those who 
suppose the Hebrew or Syro-Chaldaic Gospel of St. Matthew. 
was a translation from a Greek original. The testimonies of 
the fathers are here brought under review. Papias, who 
flourished between the years 115 and 120, expressly says, that 
Matthew wrote his Gospel in Hebrew. Tatian, about the year 
172, made use of the Hebrew copy, in compiling his Harmony; 
which, not only shows the existence, but is a testimony to the 
authority of that copy. Hegesippus, about the year +73, made 
use of the Hebrew copy as authentic, Irenzus, about the year 
178, says, that among the Jews, Matthew wrote a Gospel in 
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their own language. Pantenus, Origen, Eusebius and Je- 
rome, are also adduced as testifying, that Matthew wrote his 
Gospel in Hebrew. So, that, as Dr. W. observes, we have 
the concurrent testimony of several orthodox fathers, and, of 
others, who were accused of Heresy, to the same fact. The 
sixth section obviates some objections to the testimony of what 
are called the ancient Heretics ; and explains two passages of 
Epiphanius, which have been alledged to prove, that the Co- 
rinthians attempted to erase the first and second chapters of 
St. Matthew’s Gospel. These, at present, initial chapters to 
this Gospel, it appears from an induction of various authori- 
ties, produced in the next section, were not referred to, by 
any of the Apostolic fathers, nor by others, for several years 
after this Gospel was publicly known and acknowledged; 
which circumstance, Dr. W. considers as a strong presumption 
against their authenticity. The silence of the Apostolic fa- 
thers is considered as particularly remarkable: because those 
writers often cite, or refer to other parts of this Gospel ; and 
had frequent occasion, in their debates with Jewish unbelievers, 
to refer also to the first and second chapters, had they known, 
or acknowledged them to be genuine.” In the ninth sec- 
tion, the interna! evidence contained in the chapters them- 
selves, of their want of authenticity, is fully stated and cautiously 
examined. The learned and erudite Dr. Wall declared, that 
these two chapters contained within themselves more difficul- 
ties than all the rest of the Bible.—The genealogy is not only 
very imperfect, but also, not easily to be reconciled with the 
old Testament history—The speech of Herod to the Magii is 
totally inconsistent with his known disposition and conduct.— 
Several prophecies are represented, in these chapters, as ful- 
filled, which cannot be made to correspond with the events 
by which they are declared to be accomplished, and, which 
evidently, were not intended at the time they were uttered, to 
refer to them—The slaughter of the infants at Bethlehem is 
not, though a very important fact, even hinted at by a single 
eontemporary writer—The flight of Joseph, with Mary and 
Jesus, into Egypt, is inexplicable: it could not have been 
from Bethlehem, for Luke expressly assures us, that the infant 
Jesus remained there but forty days* from his birth, at which 
time he was carried up to Jerusalem to be presented to the 
Lord: from whence, his parents departed to Nazareth. Now, 
a flight from this latter place, was altogether unnecessary, be- 
cause the slaughter we are told, did not extend beyond Beth- 
lehem. ‘* Whoever impartially reflects on all these circum- 
stances,” says Dr. W. ‘* will be ready to suspect, that chapters 


* See Luke ii. 22, in connexion with Leviticus xii, 
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containing so many difficulties, cannot be the work of an 
Apostle.” In the tenth and last section, he attempts to ac- 
count for the interpolation of these chapters. This, he supposes, 
might have been done by the translator of the Hebrew Gospel, 
a believing Jew, with a view, by a few prophecies cited from 
the old Testament, by way of accommodation, to impress his 
unbelieving brethren in favour of the truth of Christianity— 
These chapters, he supposes, “ might have been originally no 
more than a kind of detached introduction to the Gospel of 
Matthew, as rendered into Greek, without any intention that 
they should be considered as a part of it, but they were afier- 
wards, through mistake (or design), blended with the genuine 
Gospel itself.” Dr. W. after this minute and learned investi- 
gation, conceives that * it would be wrong to pronounce these 
chapters certainly spurious; but only, that they should be 
placed in the same list with other controverted parts of the 
new Testament, and ought not to be produced as evidence in 
any point of doctrine, not supported by unquestionable paris of 
the Scriptures.” 

The preface to this second edition, gives us a faithful 
account of the manuscripts, relative to the subject under 
consideration, preserved in the British Museum. ‘This edi- 
tion is also improved by a more full discussion of the ques- 
tion concerning the * original language of St. Matthew’s 
Gospel.”” Dr. W’s. enquiry appears to have made a strong 
impression on the minds of two very learned men; the one 
a foreigner, who declares, “ In rei summa Williamso ac- 
cedo.”* The other, the esteemed and Rev. William Hop- 
kins, who wrote to the author, * [ have very little objection to 
your judicious Enquiry, and really think you have proved your 
point, which is of great service to the cause of Christianity, 
by freeing it from several shrewd objections made to it from 
these chapters.” It appears to us, but a just respect to Dr. 
Williams, and to his design, to add the paragraphs, with 
which the dissertation, prefixed to this edition of his laborious 
and critical researches, concludes: « The author of this publi- 
cation hath only to add,” says he, “ that he is a Christian 
upon principle ; that he believes in a divine revelation; and 
that his sole design in writing, is to clear the sacred volume 
from inconsistencies and difficulties. If he has been so weak 
as to have advanced contradictions and absurdities, he will be 
the more easily refuted and exposed. Though he may be con- 
sidered as unworthy of notice, the subject is of importance, and 
deserving very particular attention. Short declamatory pam- 
phlets can answer no good purpose,” but he is sincerely desi- 


* Upon the whole, I agree with Dr, Williams. 
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rous of seeing a rational defence of these chapters by any per- 
son who is really acquainted with the writings of the fathers, 
especially those of the.first centuries, till the days of Jerome. 
He assures the public, that he will readily give up the contest, 
when a candid, judicious, and unequivocal vindication of these 
chapters is given by any one who is really qualified for the un- 
dertaking. A real friend to truth and Christianity, as the au- 
thor solemnly declares himself to be, will never contend for 
victory, only, ina debate. The author openly declares, that 
he will be as much pleased to have his doubts fully removed, 
as to see them established. He will then have the honour of 
having called out an able advocate or advocates, to explain a 
part of the sacred volume, which hath hitherto been attempted 
in vain, upon any sound and rational principles. A. %. K. 








FROM THE (BOSTON) UNIVERSALIST MAGAZINE. 
LETTER TO A CLERGYMAN. 
Explanation of Ezekiel, xxiii. 7, 8. 


Rev. Sir—I attended an ordination, not long since, at 
which you delivered the customary charge to the Pastor elect. 
In it, you introduced the following passage from Ezekiel : 
«© Q son of man, I have set thee a watchman unto the house of 
{srael ; therefore thou shalt hear the word at my mouth, and 
warn them from me. When I say unto the wicked, O wicked 
man thow shalt surely die; if thou dost not speak, to warn the 
wicked from his way, that wicked man shall die in his iniqui- 
ty; but his blood will I require at thine hand.” You then told 
the Pastor elect, that we were taught, by this passage, that 
when God appoints a watchman [meaning, I suppose, a minis- 
ter] on the walls of spiritual Zion, and that watchman does not 
faithfully warn the wicked,—if the wicked man should die in 
his sin, he must go to endless perdition,—but that the blood of 
his soul, God would require at the watchman’s hand in the 
great day of Judgment. 

Although I had frequently heard this passage used in the 
same way by other ministers, yet when I heard you make the 
foregoing assertion, I could not but feel a certain degree of 
astonishment. I observed the easy, unhesitating and confident 
air with which you spoke, and could not but ask myself if it 
were possible that you should be so inattentive as to think that 
ihe passage contained even one word about what you said it 
taught. Do, sir, look at the passage, and ask yourself, What ts 
there in it, about the wicked’s going to endless perdition ? No- 
thing. What is there about their blood’s being required at the 
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sreat day of Judgment ? Nothing. What abowt God’s appoint- 
ing a gospel-minister, or watchman on the walls of spiriiual 
Zion? Nothing. Finally, what is there in it about the biood 
OF SOULS OF IMMORTAL SPIRITS? Happily for common sense,* 
not one word. In short, there is nothing in the passage con- 
cerning even one of the ideas which you said it taught. ‘The 
Almighty was not here speaking of the appointinent of minis- 
ters of the gospel, but of setting the prophet Ezekiel for a 
watchman over the house of Israel, to warn that wicked peo- 
ple of war, captivity and the sword, which were about to be 
sent upon them for their abominations, and to exhort them to 
2 veformation of their conduct. 

Ezekiel, it seems, was one of the 18,000 Jewish captives 
who, with their king Jehoiachin, were carried from Jcrusa- 
lem into Babylon by Nebuchadnezzar, about a dozen years 
before he laid his final siege to Jerusalem, and entirely destroy- 
ed it. In the land of Babylon, in a vision by the river Chebar, 
the Lord appeared unto Ezekiel, on a throne borne by four 
cherubim, and supported by four wheels, [Ezek. chap. 1.] and 
said unto him * Son of man, I send thee to the children of 
Israel, to a rebellious nation that hath rebelled against me.” 
[ Chap. it.] He then proceeded to command that the prophet 
should eat a roll which he presented to him, written within 
and without with lamentations, and mourning, and woe ; and 
that he should speak the contents of this roll to the house of 
israel. [Chap. ii. and til.] Seven days afterwards, God again 
appeared unto him by the river Chebar, commissioned him to 
be a watchman over the house of Israel, and solemnly charged 
him (nearly word for word with the passage you quoted from 
chapter xxxiil.) to urge the wicked man to save his life by turn- 
ing from his wicked way, on pain of the man’s blood being 
required at the prophet’s own hand, if he neglected to warn 
him; [chapter iii.] for, as we shall soon see, the Lord had de- 


* In one passage in Jeremiah, we do indeed read of the blood of souls: Ad- 


dressing Jerusalem, God says, * Also in thy skirts is found the b/ood of souls of 


the poor innocents.” ii. 34. Common sense, however, teaches that here, soul 
does not mean the immortul spirit, The 19th chapter of Jeremiah, explains what 
is meant by the skirts of Jerusalem being stained with the blood of innocents : 
‘they have forsaken me, and have estranged this place, and have burned in- 
cense in it unto other gods, whom neither they nor their fathers have known, nor 
the Kings of Judah; and have filled this place with the blood of innocents They 
have built also the high places of Baal, to burn their sons with fire for burnt vf- 
ferings unto Baal?’ ‘They have sacrificed their littie ciidren to idols; and by 
the blood of souls, nothing more can be understood than is expressed by the 
phrase their blood. Inthe old Testament, the word soul is often used in this 
way: see Prov. xxv. 25. Job, xii 10. 

1 would humbly suggest to all orthodox ministers the impropriety of sayint 
much about the blood of souls, when, by souls, they mean immortal! spirits; as it 
is greatly to ke doubted that immortal spiri's are possessed of bived. 
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termined to cut off by the sword, those who persisted in com- 
mitting abomination inIsrael. [Chap.ix.] God proceeded to 
conmand the prophet to delmeate, on a brick, the city of Je- 
rasalem, besieged and surrounded with ramparts, with a wall 
of iron between him and it, for a sign of the approaching siege; 
and to lie for 590 days on his left side, to signify the iniquity 
of the ten tribes of Israci, and denote that their captivity wa 
to continue for 390 years; and after these 390 days, to lic eo 
cays on his right side to signify the iniquity of the two tribes 
of Judah, and to denote that their c captivity should last 49 
years. [Uhap p-iv.| By other portentous signs, too, was Eze- 
kiel commanded to warn the Jews of the dreadful distresses 
they were stant to endure. [Chap. iv. and v.] ‘The year fe!- 
Jox.ing, Goi showed him, by a vision, the abominations the 
Jews were then committing in Jerusalem. [Chap. viii.] and 
gave the prophet to understand that he would secon cut off 
these workers of iniquity, but to preserve all those among thena 
thet mourned for the sins of the people.—This was represent- 
ed, | m the vision, by cya s calling to a messenger with an ink- 
hora by his side, and saying to him, ‘© Go through the midst 
of Sevusalem, and set a mark upon the foreheads of the men 
that sigh, and that ery for all the abominations that be done in 
the midst thereof. And to cthers the Lord said, Go ye after 
him through the city, and smite; let not your eye spare, net- 
ther have ye pity; slay utterly old and young, both maids and 
iitile children and women; but come not near to any man upon 
whom is the mark.” [Chap. ix.] 

Now, sir, it must be perfectly irri that all, which the 
passage you quoted teaches, is; 1. that Ezekicl was set a 
watchman over the house of Isracl; 2. that his duty, as the 
watchman, was to warn the Jews of the impending destruction 
of their city, the captivity of their nation, and the slaying of 
such as persisted in committing abomination ; and also to en- 
courage the transgressors to repent, by proclaiming that those 
who mourned for the evil that was done, should be spared ; 
and 3. that if he neglected to warn them, they might indeed be 
slain in the approaching devastation, but their blood would be 
required at his own hands. 

Permit me now, sir, to remind you that the very idea that 
at the final Judgment, God w ill require, at the hands of 
the ministers he has appointed, the souls of such as may have 
perished through their wnfaithfulness, is contrary to the be- 
jief vou profess. You profess to believe that God appoints 
none but converted persons to be ministers; and also that 
all converted persons will, without the possibility of failure, 
be saved. You entirely deny the doctrine of falling from 
vrace, as itis usually called. Now, sir, do you believe that 
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sven one converted minister,—one minister whom God has 
appointed, shall, at the final Judgment, be compelled to an- 
swer with his own soul, for the souls of such as may have gone 
to endless perdition through his negligence? No, sir; you be- 
lieve no such thing. Then do, sir, for conscience’ sake, refrain 
from asserting it. 

It is not a year since I heard one of your brethren in the 
ministry conclude a delivery of the right hand of fellowship. 
at an ordination, with the same idea; and the man pretended 
to weep as he uttered it. Sir, ef all the feelings | ever cndured 
in divine service, those of that mement were the most disagree- 
able: I honestly confess that [ then thought the man hypo- 
critical, and I think so to this day; for he professes to believe 
that at the great day of Judgment in eternity, not one of the 
converted, ministers or people, wiil suffer even the least incon- 
venience on account of the loss of all the damned. 

Ata tate celebrated Convention of Minisiers, too, I heard 
this same idea intimated by one who believes with yourself and 
the other clergyman I have alluded to, in what is called the 
doctrine of the final perseverance of the saints. ‘The frequent 
public repetition of it by ministers of high standing in society, 
has at length called forth this remonstrance, which f hope may 


be blessed of Him whose servant you are. Yours in the love 
of Truth. MARCUS. 





—— 
—_ 





{<> The following is from the Anniversary Election Sermon, delivered by the 
tev. Danzer Heuntineton, before the Governor, Uient. Governor, Council and 
Legislature of Massachusetts, May 29, 1822. It is unnecessary to say, that 
we most cordially subscribe to the important sentiments of the extracts. 


THE MEANS WHICH HAVE BEEN USED BY THOSE WHO WOULD 
FORCIBLY CONTROL THE OPINIONS OF OTHERS. 


‘ The first step has been, to produce an impression of infalli- 
bility, in the person, or the body, assuming the controling 
power. They must be resorted to, as the unerring oracle. 
Claiming the keys of the kingdom, the door to its immunities 
must be opened or clesed by them; and their decisions must be 
received with the most unwavering confidence. 

‘ Implicit faith, on the part of those to be controled, is no 
less necessary, in establishing the desired asccndency, than 
infallibility in those who assuine the power of controling. The 
common people, as if incapable of understanding the word of 
God, must resign themselves to their teachers. As if blind, 
they must be led. When led, they must not hesitate to follow. 
heir reason, their judgment, their conscience, their moral 
agency ; their interest for time and eternity, are no loner ai 
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their own disposal. And to have it known that they are not. 
frequent experiments must be made upon their credulity and 
good nature. If they hear it inculcated with common ardor, 
that a few speculative points in theology, are the essentials of 
religion, no doubts may be entertained. If taught that “ all 
error is fatal,” they must believe it. They must often, be 
made to understand, that all the remaining piety on the earth, 
has taken up its last abode with the people of their denomina- 
tion; and that to them it belongs exclusively, to preserve and 
perpetuate sound doctrine and a pure church. It has been 
found, at some periods, and among some classes of christians, 
not too great a stretch of credulity, for the proper exercise of 
implicit faith, to believe that dishonesty, falsehood, calumny, 
cruelty, oppression, and wickedness of almost any description 
is venial, if in practising it, what is called a good object may 
be promoted. 

‘ Other notions, similar to this in their spirit and tendency, 
such as that the correctness of opinions, is to be estimated ac- 
cording to their antiquity and prevalence; and that it is re- 
proachful for a person to change his opinions—have been 
equally current. Where these expedients have failed of pro- 
ducing their desired effect, others have not been wanting. 

‘ The last resort of the persecuting bigot has been, to compel 
men to believe right. Aided by mystery, creeds, canons, de- 
crees and councils, with all their appropriate appendages of 
terror, he commences the dreadful work. If they are few in 
number, who dissent from the common faith, he avails him- 
self of the vantage-ground afforded him from this circumstance, 
for exciting, if possible, a general prejudice against them. 
This is done, by identifying them with every thing odious; by 
indiscriminate censure; by vague and unfounded charges often 
repeated ; by ungenerous allusions; unjust insinuations; un- 
fair reasonings; and terrific denunciations. 'To these have 
succeeded, vexatious ecclesiastical processes, beginning in 
making men o#enders for a word, and issuing in the highest 
acts of discipline. Where the times have been favourable, in 
how many instances has death, in all its dreadful forms, becn 
the consequence of a conscientious adherence to truth 


The author then proceeds to shew that the disposition manifest- 
ed in these efforts to prevent free enquiry, is not only hateful in 
itself, but hostile in its effects to the interests of social happiness. 
After this, he proceeds to enquire whether the subject admits of an 
application to ourseives. 


‘ Does the subject then admit of an application to our own 
cemmunity ? 





EM SR PTR: 




















SLi: 


Ay Ae A OPI i eS 


STRUT eh IN 

























coe La 


Oy See 





Anniversary Election Sermon. 21 


* Let the intelligent look at what is passing in many of our 
Congregations and Churches; in Ecclesiastical Associations 
and Councils, and answer for themselves.——Let them listen to 
the veice of clamor and contumely, of terror and exclusion, is- 
suing from the pulpit and the press, and echoing from one ex- 
tremity of our limits to another, impeaching the purest motives, 
and maligning the fairest characters, and enkindling unjust 
suspicions among the uninformed. Let them observe the move- 
ments of those who set themselves in opposition to every gentle 
and tolerating measure; let them notice the projects that are 
put in operation for enlisting partisans, and for augmenting 
their resources. 'T'o gain the control of funds, see them, not 
only fawning upon the widow, and those who are so unhappy 
as to be destitute of near relatives, but watching around the 
dying pillow of the opulent, crying like the horse leach, 
‘ pive, give;’? encouraging the belief, that every cent com- 
raitted to their disposal, shall be a gem in that crown of glory 
finally to be bestowed as a reward to the fidelity of then vota- 
ries.” 

And again, 

‘ It is not to be disguised, that in some sections of this en- 


lightened christian community, there is teo much evidence of 


a disposition for spiritual domination, which is producing in 
society a perpetual mischief. ‘There are bodies of men, still 
claiming a jurisdiction as absolute, if not as extensive, as was 
ever claimed by the most imposing Pontiffs of the dark ages. 

‘ It is whatsome constantly see, and hear, and feel. We are 
daily conversant with those, the language of whose conduct ts. 
‘¢ Stand by thyself, I am holier than thou: and whe, consi- 
dering themselves “ to have attained,” in every necessary qua- 
lification, gratuitously assume the prerogative, of dictating to 
their fellow christians, on disputed points, what they shall be- 
lieve. With no superior claims to the necessary means of en- 
lightening their fellow men; having had no more than common 
advantages for information: having no credentials of any spe- 
cial illumination: from their lives appearing to be, certainly 
as much uninspired men as others: and differing as much from 
one another, as from those whom they unite in condemning-- 
they seem to be constantly saying to those around them, * The 
secret of the Lord is with us,” ** hear his word at our mouths.” 
And if any, after this, in exercising the right of private judg- 
ment, fall into “ the way that some call heresy,’’ the harshest 
epithets are applied. ‘They are denounced, as introducing 
** another Gospel ;” as « Apostates ;” as ‘* Deists in ¢is- 
guise.” If moral, they are accused of making a merit of their 
morality. If pious, it is hypocrisy. 














































pomp = ot _ - 
hoes 
saerese 353 SS ae ——— 


—~P 
= See 





gees 


se 








= 2 — 3 — = —————: 2 
a a SSS SSS 























The Council of Nice. 


‘finall these means, which are used for controlling the right 
of private jung ‘jigment, do we not perceive the shatiered remnants 
of the machi inery of a once formidable and most mischievous 
hievareny ? And shall we see our fellow men collecting and 
arranging these remnants; and endeavouring again to bring 
them ide action, W iat letting them know, that we are not 
insensible to their operations, and the evils of them 2” 

(B. Univ. Mag. 








CHRISTIAN CONFIDENCE. 


A military officer being in a dreadful storm, his lady, whe 
was sitting in the cabin near him, and filled with alarms for 
the safety ‘of the ves ssel, was so surprised at his composure and 
serenity, that she cried out, ** My dear, are you not afraid 7 
How is it possible you can be socalm in such a storm?” He 
arose from a chair lashed to the deck, and Mt yorting himself 
by a pillar of a bed-place, he drew his sword, and pointing to 
the breast of his wife, he exclaimed. “ Are you not afraid 2” 
She instantly replied, ** No, certainly not;’? ‘ Why?’ said 
the officer. ** Because,” rejoined his lady, ** [ know the sword 
is in the hand of my husband, and he loves me too well to hurt 
me.’ ** Then,’ said he. ** Remember, I know in whom I have- 
believed, and that he holds the winds in his fist, and the water 
in the hollow of his hands.”—Ch. Her. 








TilK COUNCIL OF NICE. 


| We have proposed, as time and opportunity may present, to 
wive occasionally some extracts from “The Apochryphal New Tes- 
tament;” which, we have no doubt, will be very satisfactory to our 
readers. What follows is from the preface of that work :| 


After the writtngs contained in the New Testament were se- 
tected from the numerous Gospels and Epistles then in existence, 
what became of the Books that were rejected by the compilers? 


This question naturally occurs on every investigation as to 
the period when, and the persons by whom, the New Testa- 
ment was formed. It has been supposed by many that the vo- 
lume was compiled by the first council of Nice, which, accord- 
ing to Jortin,* originated thus :— 

‘Alexander, bishop of Alexandria, and Arius, who was a 
presbyter in his diocese, disputed together about the nature of 
Christ; and the bishop being displeased at the notions of 
Avius, and finding that they were adopted by other persons, 


* Rem. on Eccl. Hist. vol. ii. p. 177. 
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The Council of Nice. 25 


‘ was very angry.’ He commanded Arius to come over to his 
sentiments, and to quit hisown: as if a man could change his 
opinions as easily as he can change his coat! He then called a 
counct! © war, consisting of near a hundred bishops, and depos: 
ed, excommunicated, and anathematized Arius, and with him 
several ecclesiastics, two of whom were bishops. Alexander 
then wrote a circular letter to all bishops, in which he repre- 
sents Arius and his partisans as heretics, apostates, blasphe- 
mous enemies of God, full of impudence and impiety, fore- 
runners of Antichrist, imitators of Judas, and men whom it 
was not lawful to salute, or bid God speed. ‘There is no rea- 
son to doubt of the probity and sincerity of those who opposed 
Alexander and the Nicene Fathers; for what did they get by it 
besides cbloquy and banishment? Many good men were en- 
gaged on both sides of the controversy. So it was in the 
fourth century, and so it hath been ever since. Eusebius of 
Nicomedia, and Eusebius the historian, endeavoured to pacily 
Alexander, and to persuade him to make up the quarrel ; and 
Constantine sent a letter by the illustrious Hosius of Corduba, 
to Alexander and Arius, in which he reprimanded them both 
for disturbing the Church, with their insignificant disputes. 
But the affair was gone too far to be thus composed, and Sc- 
crates represents both sides as equally contentious and refrac- 
tory. ‘Yo settle this and cther points, the Nicene council was 
summoned, consisting of about three hundred and ecighteer 
bishops.—a mystical number* on which many profound re- 
marks have been made. The first thing that they did was io 
quarrel, and to express their resentments, and to present accuss: - 
tions to the emperor against one another. So say Socrates, 
Sozemen, ard Rufinus. Theodoret favours his brethren in 
this affair, and seems to throw the fault upon the laity. But 
he whole story as it is related by them all, and even by Theo- 
doret, shows that the bishops accused one another. ‘The em- 
peror burnt all their libels, and exhorted them to peace an: 
unity; so that if they had not been restrained by his authority, 
and by fear and respect, they would probably have spent thei: 
time in altercations. 
This Council of Nice is one of the most famous and interes‘- 
ing events presented to us in ecclesiastical histcry; and 
yet, what is most surprising, scarcely any part of the Histor, 
of the Church has been unfolded with such negligence, or ra- 
ther passed over with such rapidity. ‘Che ancient writers are 
neither agreed with respect to the time or place in which it was 
assembled, the number of those who sat in council, nor the Li- 
shop who presided in it. No authentic acts of its famous cen- 






































Sa 


TOP ree ce 
so 



















24 The Gospel of the Birth of Mary. 


tence have been committed to writing: or at least none have 
been transmitted to our time.* 

Although it is uncertain whether the books of the New Tes- 
tament were declared canonical by the Nicene Council, or by 
some other, or when or by whom they were collected into a vo- 
lume, it is certain that they were considered genuine and au- 
thentic, (with a few variations of opinion as to some of them) by 
he most early Christian writers; and that they were selected 
from various other Gospels and Epistles, the titles of which are 
mentioned in the works of the Fathers and the early histori- 


ans of the Church. 








THE GOSPEL OF THE BIRTH OF MARY. 


(In the primitive ages there was a Gospel extant bearing this 
name, attributed to St. Matthew, and received as genuine and au- 
thentic by several of the ancient Christian sects. Itis to be found 
in the works of Jerome, a Father of the Church, who flourished in 
the fourth century, from whence the present translation is made. 
His contemporaries, Epiphanius, Bishop of Salamis, and Austin, also 
mentions a Gospel under this title. The ancient copies differed 
from Jerome’s, for from one of them the learned Faustus, a native 
of Britain, who became Bishop of Riez, in Provence, endeavoured 
to prove that Christ was not the Son of God till after his baptism; 
and that he was not of the house of David and tribe of Judah, be- 
cause, according to the Gospel he cited, the Virgin herself was not 
of this tribe, but of the tribe of Levi; her father being a priest of the 
name of Joachim. It was likewise from this Gospel that the sect of 
the Collyridians established the worship and offering of manchet 
bread and cracknels, or fine wafers, as sacrifices to Mary, whom 
they imagined to have been born of a Virgin, as Christ is related in 
the Canonical Gospels to have been born of her. Epiphanius like- 
wise cites a passage concerning the death of Zacharias, which is 
not in Jerome’s copy, viz. “ That it was the occasion of the death of 
Zacharias in the temple, that when he had seen a vision, he through, 
surprise, was willing to disclose it, and his mouth was stopped. 
That which he saw was at the time of his offering incense, and it 
was a man standing in the form of an ass. When he was gone out, 
and had a mind to ‘speak thus to the people, Woe unto you, whom 
do ye worship? he who had appeared to him in the temple took 
away the use of his speech. Afterwards when he recovered it, and 
was able to speak, he declared this to the Jews, and they slew him. 
They add (viz. the Gnostics in this book), that on this very account 
the high-priest was appointed their lawgiver (by God to Moses) to 
carry little bells, that whensoever he went into the temple to sacri- 


* Mosheim. Eccl. Hist. c. v. § 12. 
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The Gospel of the Birth of Mary. 25 


hice, he, whom they worshipped, hearing the noise of the bells, might 
have time enough to hide himself, and not be caught in that ugly 
shape and figure."—The principal part of this Gospel is contained 
in the Protevangelion of James, which follows next in order. } 


In this Gospel we have an account of the parentage of Mary. 
Joachim her father, and Anna her mother, go to Jerusalem, 
to the feast of the dedication. Issacher, the high priest re- 
proaches Joachim for being childless. An angel appears to 
him, and informs him that Anna shall conceive and bring forth 
a daughter, who shall be called Mary; that she shall be 
brought up in the temple, and while yet a virgin, in a way un- 
paralleled, bring forth the Son of God. The angel gives him 
a sign and departs. ‘lhe angel afterwards appears to Anna, 
tells her a daughter shall be born to her, devoted to the service 
of the Lord in the temple, who, being a virgin, and not know- 
ing man, shall bring forth the Lord, and gives her a sign 
thereof. Joachim and Anna meet, and rejoice, and praise the 
Lord. Anna conceives and brings forth a daughter called 
Mary. Mary is brought to the temple at three years old; as- 
cends the stairs of the temple by miracle; her parents sacrifice 
and return home. Mary is ministered unto by angels. ‘The 
high-priest orders all virgins of fourteen years old to quit the 
temple and endeavour te be married. Mary refuses, having 
vowed her virginity to the Lerd. ‘The high-priest commands 
a meeting of the chief persons of Jerusalem, who seek the Lord 
for council in the matter. A voice from the mercy-seat. ‘The 
high-priest obeys it by ordering all the unmarried men of the 
house of David, to bring their rods to the alter, that his rod 
which should flower, and on which the Spirit of God should 
sit, should betroth the Virgin. Joseph (who is far advanced 
in years) draws back his rod; but being commanded to pro- 
duce it, a dove coming from Heaven pitches upon the top of it. 
He betroths Mary and returns to Bethlehem. Mary returns 
to her parents’ house in Galilee. ‘The salutation of the Virgin 
by Gabriel, who explains to her that she shall conceive, with- 
out lying witha man, while a Virgin, by the Hely Ghost com- 
ing upon her without the heats of lust. She submits. Joseph 
returns to Galilee to marry the Virgin he had betrothed, per- 
ceives she is with child, is uneasy, purposes to put her away 
privately, is told by the angel of the Lord, it is not the work 
of man, but the Holy Ghost. Marries her, but keeps chaste ; 
removes with her to Bethlehem, where she brings forth Christ. 

The above is very little more than the bare contents, placed 
over the heads of the chapters, The two last chapters give us 
very near the same account as we have it in Matthew. and 
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c6 The Eclectic. 


much of it is the same verbatim. ‘The reader will judge, there- 
fore, whether the account, as we have it in Matthew, was bor- 
rowed from this ; or whether this account was originally pre- 
dicated on that. For ought we cansee, (as this also was attri- 
buted to Matthew,) ifany of the story be true, at least, any of the 
miraculous part of it, all may be; but for ourselves, we reject 
the whole, as a made up story, to answer, probably, what was 


thought to be a pious purpose, introduced at an early period, 


when the copies of the real Gospel were few in number, and 
when, as it is acknowledged by the best writers on the subject, 
many such pious frauds were practised upon the people. As 
we progress in our investigation, the truth of the above re- 
marks will more fully appear. We are apprehensive that some 
may be alarmed at this investigation, but we feel very certain 
that truth can loose nothing by it; neither will it be prejudi- 
cial to real christianity; for whatever will not bear candid and 
impartial investigation, the sooner it is rejected, as spurious, 
the better. 








THE ECLECTIC. 


‘© Were it not to be adored as a mystery, it would be exploded 
as a contradiction,”’ so says the orthodox South. Vol. iii. p. 240. 


The present age is an age of enquiry, principles will pene- 
trate and infuse life and vigour in the minds of men, and cause 
a moral earthquake ; let the orthodox apply their shoulders, 
they cannot stop it; the shaking of the bones in the grand val- 
ley of decision, must finally cause the resurrection of true sen- 
timents. For many years the fearless have lopped the branches 
of error; within a short period they have dared to lay the axe 
at the root of the trees, the pioneers have passed us, let us pro- 
ceed to show the road they have opened, and leave to the inter- 
ested to replant the logs; let them endeavour to make them 

row. 
Y The limitarians adduce passages of scripture as proofs of 
their doctrine, because some truth must accompany to palliate 
error; it is customary also to say to those who have not thrown 
off all religious prejudices, ** Do not believe such a doctrine, 
you may still be safe as a Universalist, but if you disbelieve 
the divinity of Christ, then you are lost ;”? this frightens some 
and leads them to doubt the truth known, and to search no 
more ; but let mankind remember that superstition is a mighty 
chain binding the human mind in slavery, every link of which 
is connected; crush one and the chain falls, and any one des- 
troyed, is a death warrant from reason to the whole.—Prove 
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The Eclectic. 27 


that the Redeemer was not infinite, nor sin, nor punishment, 
and you put away all bigotry. Let us show that one link, one 
tree of the black forest is annihilated. Let us examine those 
passages which are quoted as proofs that the Son, Jesus, was 
Ged, equal to the Father. 

A. * And the word was God,” John 1,i. The Hebrews 
used the term God in a very extensive manner, thus we read, 
‘¢ if he called them Gods 3<cvs to whom the word tov Sov of God 
came.” In Exodus the word usually rendered God is trans- 
lated and means Judges, “ then his master shall bring him 
unto the Judges.’ ‘ I said ye are Gods,’ Psalms Ixxxii. 6. 
‘* Worship him all ye gods,”? Psalms xcvii. Will any con- 
tend for Gods in this sense?—It is translated * the mighty,” 
‘‘rulers,” &c. &c. Whatever sense we attach to these persons, 
the same sense we view Jesus, why should we not: 

B. John xx. 28. ‘* And Thomas answered and said unto 
him, my Lord and my God,” this is applicable to A. 

C. © To feed the Church of God, which he hath purchased 
with his own blood,”? Acts xx. 28. Griesbach reads tov xugsou 
of the Lord. The Eclectic Reviewers, March 1809, say of this, 
‘* every impartial mind we conceive will admit that the lasthas 
the fairest claim to acceptance as the genuine reading.” 

D. Matthew i. 23. They shall call his name Emmanuel, 
which being interpreted, is God with us. If this imply that 
Jesus was God, there must be many Gods, for other words of 
the Hebrew language have as strong a meaning; thus Elihu, 
Eliah, &c. That God was with us, by the signs, wonders 
and miracles which he did by Jesus, none doubt ; thus, in Luke, 
** a great prophet hath risen up among us, and God hath visit- 
ed his people.” 

‘There are strong grounds for rejecting in toto, the first and 
second chapters ascribed to Matthew. «if it be true,” as Luke 
relates chapter iii. 23, * that Jesus was entering on his thirtieth 
year, in the fifteenth year of the reign of Tiberius, he must 
have been born two years at least after the death of Herod, a 
circumstance which invalidates the whole story.”? Note Im- 
proved version. 

The genealogy of the first chapter disagrees with that given 
by Luke, the first making twenty-eight generations, the last 
forty-three ; the generations from David given in Matthew do 
not make the fourteen he alledges, but twelve including Jo- 
seph, who, if he was not the father of Jesus, prevents the lat- 
ter from being of David’s seed. Mary was ef the tribe of 
Levi, and could not have descended from David, who was of 
Judah’s tribe. 

The massacre of the infants is recorded in no other history 
of the times, sacred or profane, and bears on it the marks ef 
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inconsistency, for John escaped the slaughter which Jesus fled 
from; other contradictions could be named, but these are sufli- 
cient to prove that the first and second chapters are spurious, 
and should not be received as evidence of any doctrine. 

The miraculous conception, proves no more than that of 
Isaac; the name Emmanuel is taken from Isaiah vii. 14, and 
an examination of that chapter will show that so far from being 
applied to Jesus, it was attached to the son of Isaiah, and the 
whole circumstance took place in the life-time of the prophet. 

EK. Luke i. 16, 17. * And many of the children of Israel 
shall turn to the Lord their God, and he shall go before Him in 
the spirit and power of Elias.”” As John was the forerunner 
of Jesus, it is contended that the latter was characterized as 
the Lord their God: weoeasuceras evowsoy evrov and he shall pro- 
ceed in his sight, accords with Luke i. 15, * For he shall be 
great in the sight of the Lord,” meaning the Father, for Jesus 
was not yet born, and consequently Zecharias could not have 
understood any thing respecting him. 

¥. 1 Tim. iii. 16. * God was manifest in the flesh, justi- 
fied in the spirit, seen of angels, &c.”? Griesbach reads o¢ he 
who instead of 6¢05. "The Clermont MS. with the Vulgate and 
some other ancient versions have ¢ which, the Colbertine MS. 
hath ‘es who, Macknight says, that angels mean “ apostles and 
other witnesses,” as in Luke vii. 27, and ix. 52. 

The mystery spoken of by Paul, did not mean any thing 
above human comprehension, for in that case there would have 
been no use to say any thing of it, as it would be as a sound- 
ing brass to the readers, neither was it the mystery of our 
moderns, viz. absurdity, as in the language of South, ** were it 
not to be adored as a mystery, it would be exploded as a contra- 
diction,” but it was that which is attainable by human faculties, 
was at one period unrevealed, but to the initiated It was as 
plain as the rites of Eleusis, or the masonic mysteries derived 
therefrom; it was the x«y« because it was the most important, 
and the exercise of reason was the only qualification in man to 
_ bring him to light. Macknight’s commentary affords a pretty 
clear sense of the apostle, «« Confessedly most important is the 
doctrine of the Gospel which is kept therein, namely, that to 
save sinners by his death, the Son of God was manifested in 
the flesh, was justified by the spirit, who raised him from the 
dead, was after the resurrection seen of the apostles his mes- 
sengers,”’ &c. 

G. Heb. i. 8. Unto the Son he saith, thy throne O God 
is for ever and ever,” 9, ‘ therefore God, even thy God hath 
anointed thee with the oil of gladness above thy fellows,” thus 
was Psalm xlv. applied to Solomon; will any contend that So- 
Jomon was a God equal to Jehovah ? 
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The word obs Aleim is used in both places, « God thy 
God,” if from its being plural it proves the person to whom it 
applied plural, how do we know that the number is limited 
to three? why are there not ‘ seven spirits” in the God- 
head? if it proves the persons plural, the Father was plural, so 
was the Son, we have then at least four persons in the God, 
perhaps fourteen, just as the superstitious please. Admitting 
further this premise, Joseph in Gen. xlii. 30, was a plural 
unity, the word rendered noon day in Psalms xci. 6, and on 
rehim, the nether mill stone, Deut. xxiv. are both plural termi- 
nations, with many more; would it net be well for Trinita- 


rians, instead of going to the distant Hindoo for evidence of 


the great mystery of the trinity (which a learned clergyman 
once tried to explain, by telling us it was a hypostatical mys- 


tery,) to prove it by writing an essay on the distinct persons of 


anether mill stone, hypostatically. 

If God anointed God, he was according to belief the anointer 
and anointed. If Jesus was anointed above his fellows, and 
these were the Father and Holy Spirit, lis equality is destroy- 
ed by his superiority “ above” them, if his fellows were his 
brethren, men, how could he be Deity ? 

H. John iii. 16. ‘* Hereby perceive we the love of God be- 
cause he laid down his life for us;’’ the words cov Seov are left 
out in the original and therefore marked in fEtalics in the Eng- 
lish translations. 

The notions respecting God entertained by limitarians makes 
it necessary for Christ to have had great powcr, but if he was 
the real God, they are—let us see what! * From this oblation 
Christ made of himself to God for our sins, we infer the in- 
flexible nature of divine justice,” Flavel ; that is, God appeas- 
ed his own inflexible justice by satisfying it hiimseif, for un- 

less ** he mediates or intercedes for us we may pray cur hearts 
out,’’ i. e. intercede with himself, condemn eternally, and then 
pray to himself; if this is not like the child who hidcs his eyes 
and cries whoop, whatis it? 

Ve have thus noticed the texts usually adduced; if they are 
proofs that Jesus is God we understand them not, and would 
listen to instruction; if they are not, let cur opponents act like- 
wise, let them no longer debase their reason, by pinning their 
faith to those teachers, who, having imbibed error at the fae- 
tories of priestcraft, 


“ Echo the sound to miserable things 

Which knowing naught beyond their shallow sense, 
Worship the word which strikes their ear, and deem 
Evil or good what is proclaimed to them, 

In their abasement. 
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«“ Things whose enjoyment is to be in blindness, 
A Paradise of Ignorance from which 
Knowledge is barr’d as poison.” 


Let us next investigate the Scripture adduced to prove that 
Jesus was equal to Jehovah. 


I. John v. 18.  Maketh himself equal with God.” Jesus 
was not backward in doing good even on the sabbath, and the 
righteous of the day found fault, he then said, “ my Father 
worketh hitherto and I also work ;” this was aggravating, he 
had not only violated the Pharisee day but even called God his 
Father; a degree of presumption which would scarce be tole- 
rated inourage. What! a sinner to call God his Father, the 
orthodox would soon tell such a one he was mistaken. The 
Jews however tried to resent the insult, and maliciously mis- 
represented his assertions by accusing him * of making him- 
self equal with God ;’”’ whether this mode is out of fashion we do 
not say, as we never followed religious fashions. But had he 
said he was equal, it would have proved no more than the same 
word does in Matthew xx. 12, and we do not suppose that any 
one would try to prove that because the labourers were made 
equal, they therefore were one person, or exactly alike in dis- 
position and mind.—Does it not seem like ** crucifying the 
Lord afresh and putting him to open shame,” to build a doc- 
trine on the malicious sayings of the Jews? 

K. Matthew xxviii. 19. ‘* Baptising them into the name 
of the Father and of the Son and of the Holy Spirit,” if this 
imply equality, Moses was equal to God, for the Israelites 
were * baptised into Moses in the cloud,” 1 Cor. x. 2; to meet 
the modern idea the baptism should be unto the name which 
might denote the unity of the Father, Son and Holy Spirit, 
and as such cannot be found in scripture, it would be necessa- 
ry to invent one for a creed book, something like transubstan- 
tiation, incarnate, &c. If the three being mentioned together, 
proves the Deity and equality of all, what can be proved by the 
** seven spirits.” 

Baptising into the name of any one is only an expression of 
discipleship, thus they who * were baptised into Christ did 
put on Christ.” Gal. iii. 27. 

L. John x. 30. “ IT and my Father are one.” Christ had 
said that none should force his disciples from him, for the Fa- 
ther had given them to him and was greater than all, and none 
were able to snatch them from his Father’s hand. The «» one, 
denotes one thing, one design or agreement, thus “ that all may 
be one, as thou Father art in me and I in thee, that they alse 
may be one in us,” John xvii. 22, “ that they may be one as (or 
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in the very same manner) as we are one.’ Now in whatever 
sense Jesus and the Father are one, in the same sense the dis- 
ciples are one, and if this preves the trinity in one instance, 
it destroys it in the other, making at least thirteen distinct 
persons in the Godhead, “ he that planteth and he that wa- 
tereth are one.’ Gal. iii. 28. Ye are allone,” Eph. i. 14. 

M. «“ That ye may know and believe that the Father is in 
me and I in him,”? John x. 28. Compare with xiv. 20, “Iam 
in my Father, and you in me and I in you.” Now in the man- 
ner the disciples were in Jesus in the same was he in the Fa- 
ther, if it proves any thing for Trinity in the one instance it 
destroys it in the last, as more than three persons cannot be a 
trinity. 

N. Rom. ix. 5. * Whose are the Fathers, and of whom as 
concerning the flesh Christ came, who is over all, God blessed 
for ever,” it should read, ** and of whom by natural descent 
Christ came, God who is over all be blessed forever ;”’ the origi- 
nal will very well bear, “ From whom was the Christ as to the 
flesh;”? ro xara caexe according to the flesh, if it proves two sepa- 
rate natures in Jesus, evidences the same respecting other per- 
sons, vs. 3, * my kinsmen according to the flesh.” —«vasyzres 
blessed, ts no where applied to Christ, but to God only, see 
Luke i. 68, Rom. i. 25, 2 Cor. i. 5, xi. 31, &c. &c. The 
Apostle to the Romans, after enumerating the advantages of- 
fered to the Jews, concludes by expressing his gratitude to the 
Supreme Being by exclaiming, “ God who is over all be bless- 
ed for ever, Amen. 

QO. 1Johnv.7,8. For there are three that bear record 
in Heaven, the Father, the Word, and the Holy Spirit, and 
these three are one,” this proves nothing contrary to L. 

This appeared in the Greek text 1100 years after the Epistle 
was written. Vigilius Tapensis, the Biblical forger, cited it 
400 years after the Epistle was written; the orthodox them- 
selves owned that it was spurious, for the Eclectic Reviewers, 
1809, say, ** we are unspeakably ashamed that any modern di- 
vines should have fought pedibus et unguibus for the retention 
efa passage so indisputably spurious.’ ‘They are in onr 
esteem, the best advocates of the Trinitarian doctrine, who 
join in exploding such a gross interpolation, and in protesting 
against its being still permitted to occupy a place in the com- 


mon copies of the New Testament.” This is a sufficient com- 
mentary on the text. 


[ To be continued. | 








_ How can any one consistently believe, what no one can ra- 
tionally understand ? 
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God is Love. 
[The following is the piece of poetry 


referred to in our last number, as be- 
ing lost or mislaid. ] 


Father of all, Almighty God, 

Who didst by thy all pow’rful word, 
For thine own glory send us here, 
Teach us to dove thee, not to fear. 


Thy Justice, Mercy, and thy Love, 
Can e’en the powers of Hell remove— 
Nor aught can change th’ eternal plan, 
Form’d for the happiness of Man. 


With humble hearts we bless one God, 
With rev’rence read his sacred word, 
Nor think, like gloomy priests of yore, 
That we shall die to (zw no more. 


Tho’ Calvin's curses, deep and dread, 
Are shower'd upon the guilty head, 
Tho’ modern Spring denounces too 
That #v:e and Bimstove are our due, 
Still my firm faith they cannot move, 
Still will I think that God # Love. 


New-York. F. 
———— = — 


37 The following lines were suggested 
by reading some accounts in the Re- 
former, for May, )82”, exhibiting the 
daring effrontery of priestly arrogance, | 
in the severe lashings they have given | 
the President and Congress, for hold- 
ing public worship in the Capitol, and 
exercising their constitutional right in 
choosing a chaplain, and also a new 
plan for raising a Missionary revenue, 
extracted from the Boston Recorder 
for April,—together with an extract 
from a discourse delivered by the rec- 
tor of St. Paul’s, Boston. 


Tie Deacon's Cornfield. 


We Priests have labor’d with incessant 
toil, [awhile ; 
Rouse Deacons then, and try your skill 
You know the troubles of the Lord's 
anointed, [ pointed; 
And how for years we have been disap- 
While that vile borrier in the constitution 
Remains, we can’t effect a revolution, 
Nor get our fingers in the public purse,— 
In fact, things seem to grow from bad to 
worse! 
Our President, so very lax has grown, 
That lo! He keeps a chapel of his own, 
And opes its doors to all who wish to 
come, ‘drum: 


pPortrp. 


Congress beside, won’t hand us any cashin, 
Nor even wince at our severest lashing: 
Their choice of chaplain isa daring sin, 
And serves to let licentious doctrines in; 
It shows indifferenceto all wholesome laws 
And disregard to orthodoxy’s cause. 
We trust howe’er they’ll feel a just cor- 
rection, { tion. 
Through our influence at the next elec- 
Besides all this, sad is the situation 
In the new settled district of the nation, 
So many diff’rent, and discordant sects, 
Whose vagaries no wholesome law cor- 
No avaricious priest can finda place {rects: 
To preach the principles of partial grace, 
Nor get a salary to his priestly wishes, 
That suits his appetite for loaves and fishes. 
Come Deacons, then, bestow your whole 
attention, 
(Necessity’s the mother of invention, ) 
Now, tho’ the clergy and their satellites 
Have rais’d vast sums in dollars, shillings, 
mites, fcry, 
Still not enough, not half enough they 
O give us MoRE! or we must work or die. 
Thongh si!ly girls have robb’d themselves 
of gowns 
In country places, villages and towns; 
Tho’ loud appeals areto the churches made 
And public begging has become a trade— 
Yet all these plans will not the cause sus- 
tain, plain. 
Some new invention must be tried, ’tis 
Go to the Farmers, beg the use of land, 
To others then, who ploughing under- 
No matter who, elect or reprobate, stand, 
They'll help alike, to save the sinking 
state. [ procure 
Three thousand Deacons if they could 
Five acres each, ’twould raise a fund that’s 
sure; pri2’d, 
Their skill and prowess would be highly 
Andthe whole numbermight be canoniz’d. 
But to the cornfield let us turn again, 
And follow up the begging scheme amain, 
Beg good manure, as much as shall be 
wanted, [ed. 
Beg too the seed, and beg it duly plant- 
Then beg it hoed, first, second, and third 
time, 
And if the season’s good it will be prime! 
Next beg it gathered, marketed and sold; 
Then thank the fools, and pocket all the 
gold: [made, 
With this more Missionaries might be 
At least as good as many of the trade; 
And sent abroad twelve thousand miles 
or more 
To try their skill like those at Seram- 





Which Icaves our pews as empty as a 


| pores HANNAH. 
























































